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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS 
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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Status 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to communication filed on 4/1 7/07 and 6/4/07. 

2. Claims 60-1 1 3 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC S112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 67, 82,105, 107 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. Upon further review of the 
specification, support for notification to the account holder being disabled was not 
found. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 67 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The language "operative to wait for said account-holder to 
initiate said connection with said account-holder" is confusing. This claim was 
examined similar to claim 82 which includes waiting for the account-holder to initiate 
communication with the computer system. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

8. Claims 60-65, 72, 74-80, 87, 89-95, 102 and 104-1 13 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Blonder et al., patent number 5,708,422 
(hereinafter Blonder). 

Blonder teaches a method for verifying a commercial transaction comprising: 
receiving a transaction approval request from the merchant, the request including the 
account number (col. 2, lines 60-65, lines 45-50, col. 4, lines 55-65, col. 5, lines 5-10),. 
electronically verifying the approval request with the account holder via a separate 
communication from the merchant (see at least col. 2, lines 50-55, col. 3, lines 5-15, 25- 
35, col. 5, lines 40-50, col. 6, lines 50 - col. 7, line 5) and transmitting an approval to the 
merchant pursuant to a selectively enabled verification function (col. 3, lines 1-5, col. 10, 
lines 
35-37). 

Blonder also teaches a computer system for verifying a commercial transaction 
comprising: a processing unit for processing data and code, a memory device for 
storing data and code including a merchant communications module to facilitate a 
connection with the merchant for receiving a transaction approval request including a 
complete account number (fig. 1 , col. 2, lines 60-65, lines 45-50, col. 4, lines 55-65, col. 
5, lines 5-10)., an account holder communications module operative to facilitate a 
separate connection with the account holder for verifying the request (see at least col. 2, 
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lines 50-55, 01. 3, lines 5-15, 25-35, col. 5, lines 40-50, col. 6, lines 50 - col. 7, line 5)., 
and an authorization module responsive to receipt of the approval request and 
transmitting an approval to the merchant only if the approval request is verified by the 
account holder (fig. 7, fig. 9, fig. 10 (at least), col. 10, lines 35-37). 

Blonder also teaches the authorization module includes an interactive verification 
module responsive to the approval request and initiating a connection with the account 
holder and verifying the transaction request by prompting the account holder to verify 
the request (col. 7, line 65 - col. 9, line 30)., sending an electronic message to the 
account holder via a network interface and receiving a reply to the electronic message 
(col. 6, lines 55 - col. 7, line 3, col. 9, lines 10-30)., a telecommunications device where 
the interactive verification module places an automated telephone call to the account 
holder and includes establishing a telephone connection with the account holder, 
reciting a portion of the request to the account holder, and receiving verification 
instructions from the account holder (col. 8, lines 10-55)., the authorization module is 
responsive to instructions from the account holder to automatically verify subsequent 
transaction approval requests without further input from the account holder and 
instructions for enabling or disabling the electronic verification (col. 5, line 30-45, col. 7, 
lines 1-10, col. 14, lines 35-67)., the authorization module includes a master verification 
module responsive to the lapse of a predetermined time period and operative to 
disclaim the request if the request has not been verified by the account-holder (col. 7, 
lines 5-15, 01. 10, lines 5-20, lines 55-65)., the transaction approval request is a 
verification request from a third-party financial institution and the authorization module 
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transmits indicia of verification to the third party institution (col. 5, lines 30-35, col. 9, 
lines 25-30). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC $ 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 66, 81 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Blonder. 

While Blonder teaches the interactive verification module requires authentication 
from the account holder prior to reciting a portion of the approval request (col. 8, lines 
45-50), Blonder does not teach the use of an authentication code for this purpose. 
However, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to have used an authentication code prior to reciting a portion of the 
approval request in Blonder since, at least, personal identification numbers, or pin, are 
well known in the art for identifying/authenticating customers (claims 15,25). Use of the 
pin authentication would have at least reduced the processing and storage demands of 
voice recognition particularly considering the number of customers the system would 
need to serve. 
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1 1 . Claims 67-71 , 73, 82-86, 88, 96-1 01 and 1 03 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Blonder in view of Joao et al. (6,529,725 
hereinafter Joao) 

Blonder teaches establishing a connection with the account holder, 
authenticating the account holder, transmitting a portion of the approval request, and 
receiving verification instructions from the account holder with respect to the approval 
request (col. 8, lines 10-55), but does not show waiting for a connection initiated by the 
account holder. Joao teaches the account holder can contact the central processing 
office or processing center to approve the transaction (col. 7, lines 12-18, col. 19, lines 
1-7, col. 19, line 65 - col. 5). It would have been obvious to one having communication 
with the system as in Joao since this would have provided the customer 
the time he/she needed to decide whether to approve/disapprove the transaction. It 
also would have been obvious to have transmitted a notice to the account holder when 
the transaction approval request was disclaimed as in Joao since this would have 
provided a complete record of activity for the account holder. 

Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 
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Point of contact 



1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Raquel Alvarez whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6715. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eric w. Stamber can be reached on (571)272-6724. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 57*272-1000. 




R.A. 

6/20/2007 



